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very unpopular among lessees; many at
the workshops suggested that the
current oil RIK program be replaced
with a program designed along the lines
of the current gas RIK pilot. Note was
taken of the fact that the latter step
could only be taken if the Secretary of
the Interior were to make a
determination that small refineries in
the selected area have access to
adequate supplies of crude oil at
‘‘reasonable prices.’’
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr.
Hugh Hilliard, Minerals Management
Service, Mail Stop 4013, 1849 C Street,
NW., Washington, DC 20240, telephone
number (202) 208–3398; or contact Mr.
James McNamee, Minerals Management
Service, 12600 West Colfax, Lakewood,
Colorado 80215, telephone number
(303) 275–7126.

Date: October 25, 1995.
Lucy R. Querques,
Associate Director for Policy and
Management Improvement.
[FR Doc. 95–27078 Filed 10–31–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4310–MR–P

INTERNATIONAL TRADE
COMMISSION

[Investigation No. 337–TA–373]

Certain Low-Power Computer Hard
Disk Drive Systems and Products
Containing Same; Notice of
Commission Determination Not To
Review an Initial Determination
Terminating the Investigation on the
Basis of a Settlement Agreement

AGENCY: U.S. International Trade
Commission.
ACTION: Notice.

SUMMARY: Notice is hereby given that
the U.S. International Trade
Commission has determined not to
review the presiding administrative law
judge’s (ALJ’s) initial determination (ID)
in the above-captioned investigation
terminating the investigation on the
basis of a settlement agreement.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Tim
Yaworski, Esq., Office of the General
Counsel, U. S. International Trade
Commission, telephone 202–205–3096.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: On April
4, 1995, Conner Peripherals, Inc. of San
Jose, California filed a complaint with
the Commission alleging violation of
section 337 of the Tariff Act of 1930 in
the importation into the United States,
the sale for importation, and the sale
within the United States after
importation of certain low-power
computer hard disk drive systems and
products containing same that infringe

certain claims of a U.S. patent owned by
complainant.

The Commission instituted an
investigation of the complaint, and
published a notice of investigation in
the Federal Register on May 10, 1995.
60 FR 24885. The notice named
International Business Machines
Corporation of Armonk, New York as
respondent.

On September 8, 1995, complainant
and respondent filed a joint motion to
terminate the investigation on the basis
of a settlement agreement. The joint
motion was supported by the
Commission investigative attorney. On
October 10, 1995, the presiding ALJ
issued an ID (Order No. 9) granting the
joint motion to terminate the
investigation on the basis of the
settlement agreement. No petitions for
review of the ID were received.

This action is taken under the
authority of section 337 of the Tariff Act
of 1930, 19 U.S.C. § 1337, and
Commission rule 210.42, 19 C.F.R.
210.42.

Copies of the ALJ’s ID, and all other
nonconfidential documents filed in
connection with this investigation, are
or will be available for inspection
during official business hours (8:45 a.m.
to 5:15 p.m.) in the Office of the
Secretary, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 500 E Street, S.W.,
Washington, D.C. 20436, telephone 202–
205–2000. Hearing-impaired persons are
advised that information on this matter
can be obtained by contacting the
Commission’s TDD terminal on 202–
205–1810.

By order of the Commission.
Issued: October 25, 1995.

Donna R. Koehnke,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 95–27080 Filed 10–31–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020–02–P

[Inv. No. 731–TA–724 (Final)]

In the Matter of: Manganese Metal
From the People’s Republic of China;
Notice of Commission Determination
To Conduct a Portion of the Hearing in
Camera

AGENCY: U.S. International Trade
Commission.
ACTION: Closure of a portion of a
Commission hearing to the public.

SUMMARY: Upon request of petitioners
Elkem Metals Co. and Kerr-McGee
Chemical Corp. in the above-captioned
final investigation, the Commission has
unanimously determined to conduct a
portion of its hearing scheduled for
November 1, 1995, in camera. See

Commission rules 207.23(d), 201.13(m)
and 201.35(b)(3) (19 CFR §§ 207.23(d),
201.13(m) and 201.35(b)(3)). The
remainder of the hearing will be open to
the public. The Commission
unanimously has determined that the
seven-day advance notice of the change
to a meeting was not possible. See
Commission rule 201.35 (a), (c)(1) (19
CFR § 201.35 (a), (c)(1)).
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Marc A. Bernstein, Office of General
Counsel, U.S. International Trade
Commission, 500 E Street, SW.,
Washington, DC 20436, telephone 202–
205–3087. Hearing-impaired individuals
are advised that information on this
matter may be obtained by contacting
the Commission’s TDD terminal on 202–
205–1810.
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: The
Commission believes that petitioners
have justified the need for a closed
session, but only with respect to
discussion of information concerning
the domestic industry. A full discussion
of competition in the industry and the
domestic industry’s financial condition
can only occur if a portion of the
hearing is held in camera. Because
certain information is not publicly
available, any discussion of issues
relating to this information will
necessitate disclosure of business
proprietary information (BPI). Thus,
such discussions can only occur if a
portion of the hearing is held in camera.
In making this decision, the
Commission nevertheless reaffirms its
belief that whenever possible its
business should be conducted in public.

The hearing will include the usual
public presentations by petitioners and
by respondents, with questions from the
Commission. In addition, the hearing
will include an in camera session for a
presentation by petitioners that
discusses BPI and for questions from the
Commission relating to the BPI,
followed by a similar in camera
presentation by respondents. For any in
camera session the room will be cleared
of all persons except those who have
been granted access to BPI under a
Commission administrative protective
order (APO) and are included on the
Commission’s APO service list in this
investigation. See 19 CFR § 201.35(b)
(1), (2). The time for the parties’
presentations and rebuttals in the in
camera session will be taken from their
respective overall allotments for the
hearing. All persons planning to attend
the in camera portions of the hearing
should be prepared to present proper
identification.

Authority: The General Counsel has
certified, pursuant to Commission Rule
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1 See Rio Valley Railroad, Inc.—Lease and
Operation Exemption—Missouri Pacific Railroad
Company, Finance Docket No. 32261 (ICC served
Mar. 17, 1993).

2 See Rio Valley Switching Company—Operation
Exemption—Rio Valley Railroad, Inc., Finance
Docket No. 32554 (ICC served Sept. 22, 1994).

3 See Rio Valley Railroad Inc. and Rio Valley
Switching Company—Acquisition and Operation
Exemption—Certain Lines of Missouri Pacific
Railroad Company in Cameron County, TX,
Finance Docket No. 32678 (ICC served Sept. 20,
1995).

201.39 (19 CFR 201.39) that, in her opinion,
a portion of the Commission’s hearing in
Manganese Metal from the People’s Republic
of China, Inv. No. 731–TA–724 (Final) may
be closed to the public to prevent the
disclosure of BPI.

By order of the Commission.
Issued: October 30, 1995.

Donna R. Koehnke,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 95–27235 Filed 10–31–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7020–02–P

INTERSTATE COMMERCE
COMMISSION

[Ex Parte No. MC–5 (Sub-No. 12)]

Procedural Change in Authority
Revocation Process

AGENCY: Interstate Commerce
Commission.
ACTION: Notice; suspension of effective
date.

SUMMARY: The purpose of this Notice is
to address the written comments filed in
this proceeding, and to suspend the
effective date for implementation of the
changes in the Commission’s internal
procedures for revocation of operating
authority based upon noncompliance
with the financial security provisions of
49 U.S.C. 10927 and 49 CFR 1043.
EFFECTIVE DATE: The revised internal
procedures announced here will apply
to insurance, surety bond and trust fund
notices of cancellation filed on or after
November 1, 1995. The earlier-
announced effective date of October 15,
1995, has been suspended until
November 1, 1995.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Dixie E. Horton, (202) 927–5520 or
Patricia A. Burke, (202) 927–5520. [TDD
for the hearing impaired: (202) 927–
5721.]
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: In a
Notice served September 29, 1995, and
published in the Federal Register at 60
FR 50645, we announced revised
internal procedures for revocation of
operating authority based upon
noncompliance with the financial
security provisions of 49 U.S.C. 10927
and 49 CFR 1043. Under the new
procedures, as soon as the Commission
receives notice that a carrier’s insurance
is to be canceled, the Commission will
serve an order giving the carrier 30 days
in which to obtain insurance, or its
authority will be revoked. The public
was invited to comment, and the
effective date of the change was to be
October 15, 1995.

Comments were filed by four parties:
the American Insurance Association, the

American Movers Conference, the
American Trucking Associations and
the Regular Common Carrier Conference
(RCCC). In general, the commenters
support our changes and recognize the
need for a shorter revocation period.
Some commenters, however, have
raised certain reservations about our
revised procedures, which we will
address.

In particular, some commenters
express concern about a carrier’s ability
to achieve compliance within the 30-
day period after it is notified that its
insurance is about to lapse, or the
Commission’s ability to process filings
in a timely manner. We recognize that
our new procedure increases the
responsibility of the authority holder
and its security holder to comply in a
timely manner, and that it also
heightens the responsibility of the
Commission to process all filings
efficiently. The 30-day period, however,
does not begin to run until the agency
has received an insurer’s notice of
cancellation, has entered it into the
computer system, and has served the
order notifying the carrier of its
impending noncompliance. Thus, the
carrier will in fact have more than 30
days in which to achieve compliance
prior to any actual revocation of
authority. Given the public interest in
keeping uninsured carriers off the roads,
we believe that the revised procedures
provide sufficient time for carriers to
achieve compliance. We note that
carriers may expedite their compliance
by having their insurance companies
use the new option of filing evidence of
insurance and other financial security
electronically.

The RCCC recommends that we
modify the current 30-day notice period
of 49 CFR 1043.7(d), to require
insurance carriers to give 60-days notice
of cancellation to the agency, in order to
provide more time in which motor
carriers can perfect their new insurance
filings. We see no need to put the
burden of carrier noncompliance on the
insurance industry. As we have noted,
carriers should be able to remain in
compliance with the law, even with the
current 30-day notification requirement.
We will, however, monitor the new
procedures and will be open to requests
for further modification should it be
warranted. An efficient and fair
revocation process, which will require
due diligence on the part of all
involved, will be beneficial to the motor
carrier industry and the public.

Because the replacement of the 4-
document, 120-day process with the 2-
document, 30-day process requires
modification to the Commission’s
computer system, which has not yet

been completed, we will suspend the
effective date of the new changes until
November 1, 1995.

Environmental Statement

This action will not significantly
affect either the quality of the human
environment or the conservation of
energy resources.

Authority: 49 U.S.C. 10925 and 10927; 49
CFR 1043 and 1084.

Decided: October 26, 1995.
By the Commission, Chairman Morgan,

Vice Chairman Owen, and Commissioner
Simmons.
Vernon A. Williams,
Secretary.
[FR Doc. 95–27136 Filed 10–31–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7035–01–P

[Finance Docket No. 32791]

Rio Valley Railroad, Inc. and Rio Valley
Switching Company—Trackage Rights
Exemption—Missouri Pacific Railroad
Company

Missouri Pacific Railroad Company
(MP) has agreed to grant overhead
trackage rights to Rio Valley Railroad,
Inc. (RVRI), over 8.11-miles of rail line
between milepost 27.50 near Harlingen
and milepost 19.39 near San Benito, in
Cameron County, TX. RVRI currently
leases 49.12 miles of rail line from MP,
between Harlingen and Mission, TX,
and between Mission and Hidalgo, TX.1
Rio Valley Switching Company (RVSC)
operates that line pursuant to an
agreement with RVRI.2 By decision
served September 20, 1995, the
Commission exempted under 49 U.S.C.
10505 RVRI’s acquisition and RVSC’s
operation of 9.124 miles of MP’s rail
line between Rio Hondo and San Benito,
also in Cameron County, from the prior
approval requirements of 49 U.S.C.
11343–45.3 The trackage rights were to
become effective on or after October 20,
1995, the expected consummation date
for RVRI’s acquisition of the Rio Hondo
to San Benito line.

RVRI will acquire and hold the
trackage rights. RVSC will operate over
the line pursuant to an agreement with
RVRI. The trackage rights will permit
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